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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-7, 9-12, 14-17, 19-22, 24-27, 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Jewell et al. (US 7,075,564 B1 , hereinafter "Jewell") in view 
of Inagaki (US 2002/0051 069 A1 ). 

Jewell discloses a multimedia communication system comprising: 
a host computer (controller can be a personal computer; col. 5, lines 18-22); and 
a unit external to said host computer (video conferencing interface can be 
configured as a PC peripheral; col. 5, lines 18-21; col. 6, lines 11-14) and connected to 
said host computer via an external bus (high speed serial interface circuit 46 can be a 
USB port; col. 5, lines 26-29), said unit configured to capture a video stream from a 
video input device (video input means 11; col. 4, lines 3-28), to convert said captured 
video stream according to a predetermined standard (video decoder module 54 
converts analog NTSC or PAL signals to digital video signals 26; col. 4, lines 19-24), 
and to send said converted video stream to said host computer via said external bus 
(col. 5, lines 10-13), 

wherein said host computer is configured to display content of said converted 
video stream on a local video output device (computer monitor; col. 5, lines 10-13). 
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Jewell differs from the claims in that although it teaches displaying the local 
encoded video to a computer monitor (col. 5, lines 10-13), it does not explicitly teach 
displaying the video substantially concurrently while sending the video for remote 
display. However, Inagaki teaches displaying a local image while transmitting the local 
image to a remote display (Figure 3, steps S301-S304) such that it would have been 
obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill to display the local video in Jewell while 
transmitting the image to the remote party, as taught by Inagaki, so that the local user 
can continue to monitor his self-image during a videotelephone conversation. 

Regarding claims 2-4, 9, 14, 19, 24, 29-32, video can be output to a computer 
monitor (col. 5, lines 10-13) and the system uses a hybrid approach including a fixed 
hardware and fixed software solution (col. 2, lines 17-33). 

Regarding claim 7,12,1 7, 22, 27, note use of H.263 video 
compression/decompression standard (col. 3, lines 11-52). 
3. Claims 8,13,1 8, 23, 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jewell in view of Inagaki, as applied to claims 1 -7, 9-1 2, 1 4-1 7, 1 9- 
22, 24-27, 29-32 above, and further in view of Clapp et al. (US 5,802,281 , hereinafter 
"Clapp"). 

The combination of Jewell and Inagaki differs from claims 8, 13, 18, 23, 28 in that 
it does not specify the communication network as being one of an IP network, an 
Ethernet network or an ISDN line. However, Jewell does teach communication over a 
telephone line and suggests using an equivalent (col. 3, lines 32-35) and Clapp, from 
the same field of endeavor, teaches the well known use of an ISDN as an alternative to 
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the conventional analog POTS (col. 5, lines 60-64) such that it would have been 
obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill to incorporate connection with an ISDN line, as 
taught by Clapp, within the communication system of Jewell as an alternative to the 
telephone line. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-32 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stella L. Woo whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7512. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 
p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on (571 ) 272-7499. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Stella L. Woo/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



